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‘DrsposITION " September: 24,:1951. - Thé: Worldwide: FoodProducts: Corp., New
-Orleans, La:j’claimant, having consented: to the entry of a-decree; judgment of

Suidondemnation was entered and the court ordered that the product be released

i \‘unde"r"bond"ic"ond:ttlonéd that the-decomposed portion-be:segregdted -and de-
- stroyed: ' Ofithe 850 cdses actually Seized, 643 cases: were salvaged as fit.

18281 Adulteratlon.of canned sllced beets. U.8.v. 24 Cases * * *, ( F‘.FD. C.
‘ "fgsample No. 20855—L) ‘ : o

'L&i;Et Finnb : ‘O ober, 3 1951 Western D1str1ct of Lou1S1ana

LA

ATLEGED SHIPMENT: On ,or:about May 3s 1949 from Harhngen Tex

“PRODUCT :.:: 24 cases;: each conta1n1ng 24 l-pound 4-0unce cans of shced beets
Ak Natchltoches B T E O P L . o

.

ENATURE OF ‘CHARGE ! Adulteratlon Sectmn 402 (a) (3) the art1c1e consmted in
whole or in part of a decomposed substance. The article was adulterated while

s ’held for~sale’ after shipment 1n 1nterstate commerce and 1t was: undergomg
progress1ve decomp051t1on R ‘ : T KRS

DISPOSITTON : “'Novenmber' 30 1951. Default decree’ of condemnation. The court
ordered that the product be destroyed or’ otherW1se dlsposed of by the United
States marshal as’ prov1ded by law. e . e

218282 Mlsbrandmg of canned splnach U S V. 191 Cases * * *(FD C.
No. 31845 Sample Nos. 12971—L 13225—L) S -

‘LIBEL F’ILED "October’ T, 1951 Dlstnct of Oolorado

- ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about March 26 1951 by the Van Buren Cannmg
Co., from Van Buren, Ark

PRODUGH T 191 cases, each contammg 6 cans, of spinach’ at Denver, 0010

LABEL, IN PART: “Net Welght 7Lbs. Your Best Brand Spinach. ”. -

‘NATURE OF GHARGE M1sbrand1ng, Sectmn 403 (e) (2); ‘the article Was in package

- form and failed to bear a label conta1n1ng an accurate statement of the quantlty
of the contents The cans contalned less than the declared Welght of 7 pounds

'Was etitéred -and ‘the éourt ordered that the product be teleased- tinder bond,
condltloned that it be relabeled under the superwsmn of a representatlve of

~.:TOMATOES AND TOMATO PRODUCTS

' 18283 Adulteratlon and mlsbrandlng of canned tomatoes U S.v. Rush Canmng
" Co. and James O. Harris and William T. Ash. Pleas of nolo contendere.
Each ‘individual defendant fined $600. No fine imposed-against. ‘com-
pany. (F. D. C. No."30612. Sample Nos: 70279-K, 70298-K. )

InrorMATION FILED ¥ :-Septerhber 1, 1951, Western’ District of- M1ssour1, against ‘
:.the Rush Canning  €o.,;a-partnership; trading :at-Exeter and Washburn, Mo.,
and James O. Harrls and William T, Ash, partners in the firm.

;ALLEGED VioraTIon: .Omn-or.about;November 7,1949, the defendants guarant1ed
to a firm at Kansas City, Mo., which was engaged in 1nterstate commerce,; that
any food or other xcommodlty sh1pped or delivered, by the defendants to.the
holder of the guaranty Would be ne1ther adulterated nor misbranded within
the. meaning of the law. On or about August 23, 1950, the defendants shipped
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- to the holder'of the guaranty a 'quantity of canned tomatoes..-The tomatoes 80
- shipped by the defendants were misbranded: within; the: meamng of the law.
The défendants also, on or about September:14, 1950, 1ntroduced and.delivered
. for ‘introduction into interstate commerce, from the .State of Missouri into. the
State-ofi Kansas, a quantity .of canned tomatoes.which wasg adulterated .and
. misbranded. : '

LABEL IN PART “Gardensme Brand Tomatoes’ " "j * ‘\ by Regent
Canfood Company San Fran01sco, Cahforma” or “Can—D—L1te Brand Toma-
“toes * * % Packed for Su Mar Toods, Inc. " Chicago, Tii. KA

NATURE OF CHARGE “Adulteration’ (Can~D—L1te Brand) Section’ 402 (a) (3),
“‘the article consisted ‘in’ part of a filthy substance by reason- of ‘the ‘présence
of fly eggs and maggots ; and, Section 402 (&) (4), it had beew prepared; packed,
¢ andheld under 1nsan1tary cond1t1ons Whereby it may have become contammated
-with filth, . :
M1sbrand1ng (both brands) Sectlon 403 (h) (1) the artlcle Was substandard
in quality because of the presence of excessive peel-and-because the .drained
.weight of the contents of the container was less than 50 .percent of the weight
. .of ‘water required to fill the container. kel i o
DisposiTION : December 3, 1951. Pleas of nolo contendere havmg been entered
the court sentenced each individual defendant to pay a fine of $600 and placed
" them on probation for 1 year No ﬁne Was 1mp0se' on the partnersh1p

18284, Misbranding of canned tomatoes. U S V. 173 Cases *. AF.D.C.
No. 31853. Sample No. 37984—L)

LIBEL FILED: September 29, 1951 Northern Dlstr1ct of New York

ALLEGED. SHIPMENT:" On: or. about July 27, 1901 by H. P, Tull & Go from ngs-
~ tom, Md. S e
PRODUCT & 173 cases, each contammg 24 lpound 3 ounce cans, of tomatoes at
Albany, N. Y. L
LABEL, IN, PART “Iona Tomatoes

NATURE. OF CHARGE; . Misbranding, Sectron 403 (h) (1) the product was. sub-

standard in, qual1ty since it contamed peel in excess of the maximum, prov1ded
- by the regulations,.an d the label falled to bear a. statement that the product
.. fell. below such standard e g Bl ,

DisrosiTioN : November 7, 1951 H P Tull & 00 c1a1mant havmg consented
to the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation was entered and the court
ordered that the product be released. under bond, eorditioned that it be re-

\ labeled to comply with the law and the regulations, under the superwsmn of

a representat1ve of the Federal Securlty Admlmstrator '

-»18285 Adulteratmn and m1sbrand1ng of tomato. paste. U S 5 69 Cases *ox x
AF. D.C. No. 81388. Sample No. 25594-L.) " '

. LiEL Frep:  J uly 24; 1951, Eastern District of Pennsylvama

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: | On or about’ May 15 1901 by A Fant1s, from New York
N. Y. : : :

Propuct:. 69 cases, each contammg 150 6 ounce cans, of tomato paste at
Phlladelphia, Pa. = : Ve AP R : i

_LAB.EL IN PART: “Regmella Brand Itahan Tomato Pa e ’

ey iviete
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